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Interview Summary 



Application No. 



09/295,864 
Examiner 



Donald L Champagne 



Applicant(s) 

FELDSTEIN ETAL 



Art Unit 

3622 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Donald L. Champag ne ^ 

(2) Craig S. Fischer. Esq. . ^ 
Date of Interview: 14 July 2006 . 





Type: a)l2 Telephonic b)D Video Conference x 

c)U Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)G3 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)M No 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1. 

Identification of prior art discussed: Lambetal. . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)Q was reached. g)D was not reached. h)H N/A. 
SXS:S£SS natureof what was agreed to if an agreement was 
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U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-413(Rev. 04-03) 



Interview Summary 



Examiner's signature, if required 

Paper No. 20060716 



r^ummary of Record of Interview Requirenf^i 



Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in «,* 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the Interview. appucauon musi oe made or record in the 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.1 33 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

l^r,^ i S ^ uest ? d in vtow * an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 

warranting favorable acton must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1 .1 11 , 1 .135. (35 IlTc! 132) 

aml • ^ « 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. 

t rTn? * ° r Tra i e ,_ mark ? mce snould be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 

Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office No ^ wld to 

any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. wwnuon win oe paid to 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

*h» o«min*r i?J? r f P° nsibilit y of W"*"? or * ne attorne y or ^ent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file unless 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed durina the 
™XZ^:^?^ P - qPriaie b ,°r J?"" 9 * 6 blankS ' Discussi °" s ragardhg only procedural matters, toZ^sll^Son 
^ ITn^U , '"temew recordation ,s otherwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure/or Sna 
out typographic^ errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below Where the 
substance of an Interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is requTred 

•Content* ^HH^mi S ,r mafy F0rm Sha " be 9iV , e , n an WP""** P «P«- N °- P««ed In the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
Content* section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or ■oJJrt th« 
condition of the interview. In i*e case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the ippJ^^^iSnce address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an 23ce or other 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official commCnla«on 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participants) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

~ ^hmf^^^ 6 ^ agre ! ment was ' eached and * so ' a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

Note:Agreem^ 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

should h„ nil d ?t rable >"at «hf examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case It 
.nn ° °T Ver ' "? at * e ,n J tarvtow Summary Form wi " not normal| y be considered a complete and proper record atto^oHh? Sew 

ses^^ by *• or examiner to indude - an * the a pp |icab ' e ■«•» ^rjtZtt^z^ 

uTSmH^i f ?° P %2 COrd f lon 5 the s " bs,ance « anv interview should Include at least the following applicable items- 
1 A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, y aescnDea on me 

5) a brlefidentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arauments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient If the general nature or thrusi of the prind P 7ar2uments mad Tto "the 
exam ner can be understood In the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant ma? Ke to emSze and fu I v 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) em P nasize ™<* ™V 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

?) ihe^eSner *" 9enefal " ° f W, * SS deSCribed in the lnterview Summar y F °™ completed by 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview If the record k not r„mni»t» a „n 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct me record! P 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

mmmIwm^T hriw"'!,? °"" r 7"""" °f """l ,to "M" 5,nd • *• tnmlnrt v«,«i.n of th« 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) K/ ? 7 

1 ' Application No. 09/295,864 

Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: 

^ M n^nn r ft aS Th d f ° r a " eXP ' an f ° n ?L he su 99 estion of allowabl * matter at para. 14 of the Office action mailed on 

i JrnniS k f Z^f 6 that Lamb et al " referred to therein is the P^ent of application 09157018 

incorporated by reference into the instant application (spec. p. 19 lines 9-13). 

The 19 June 2006 Office action cites certain lines of Lamb et al. as suggesting potentially patentable matter The 
examiner offered to suggest a specific amendment incorporating this material and atty. accept™ hne exam ne™ offer 
An amendment of claim 1 ,s attached. As indicated in the 19 June 2006 Office action, if the other Lpen^ent claims 
are similarly amended, they would overcome the last rejection mailed on 19 June 2006. In °epenaent claims 

As also indicated in the 19 June 2006 Office action, a search of the prior art would be required to determine if the 
35 Usenet* COn "™ ed Lamb * aL is "* P** art - " K ualifles >"*er 35 USC 102(e) but is disqualified under 
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Proposed amendment to claim 1 - 

1. (proposed amendment) A computer-implemented method for displaying custom and 
personalized information on a client system operating in a network, comprising: 
collecting data associated with a user; 

processing the data to extract user characteristics to create unique user profiles and 
generate personalized information; 

tracking at least a portion of the data and performing estimation calculations using client- 
side processing to generate results and updated personalized information; 

adjusting the results dynamically on the client by a user's interaction with the results; 

preventing the user from encountering sub-item or dependency conflicts for both data 
entered into the client by the user, and for data received from the network by the client, by usinj 
client-side processing to automatically prevent the conflicts from being displayed during the 
user's interaction with the results, wherein a set of rules of enforcement is transmitted to said 
client and used as the basis for said processing, wherein said rules contain all potential 
configurable conflicts between sub-items that may occur during the user's interaction and 
corresponding safeguards to prevent the user from encountering and viewing a conflict during 
the user's interaction with the results, wherein said preventi ng comprises not offering suh-items 
that are not related to the requested data and automatically selecting other sub-items as a 
particular conflicting su h-item is selected bv a client user anrt 

automatically communicating the results and the personalized and updated information to 
the user via the client. 



